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The FCC’ s Line Sharing Reconsideration Order, adopted and released on
January 19, 2001, addresses severa petitions for reconsideration /
clarification of its prior Line Sharing Order. One of the issues addressed
in the Line Sharing Reconsideration Order was raised simultaneoudly in
Petitions For Clarification by AT& T and MCI WorldCom, both dated
February 9, 2000. These petitions sought clarification on whether
incumbent local exchange carriers (“ILECS’) were required to permit
competitive local exchange carriers (“CLECS’) to offer DSL service over
the same loop with voice provided over the unbundled network element
platform (“UNE-P’).

AT&T’ s Petition For Clarification states at Section |1, page 9:
“The ILECs attempt to justify the anticompetitive practices described

above by misreading—and misapplying—paragraph 72 of the Line
Sharing Order, which states, ‘incumbent carriers are not required to
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provide line sharing to requesting carriers that are purchasing a
combination of network elements known as the platform. In that
circumstance, the incumbent no longer is the wice provider to the
customer.” Some ILECs have interpreted this language to mean that the
Commission has determined that ILECs are not required to make any
provision to enable customers of a CLEC-provided UNE-P voice service
to obtain data service on the same line. This interpretation is obvioudy
wrong. The Commission should promptly clarify that the ILEC efforts to
implement this erroneous interpretation will not be tolerated.”

In addition, MCI WorldCom'’ s Petition at Section 111, page 11, states:

“... the Commission should clarify that its Line Sharing Order permits
CLECs to combine, on one copper loop to a customer, (1) a voice circuit-
switched UNE platform service obtained from the ILECs and (2) packet
switched broadband facilities obtained from a CLEC, while compelling
ILECs to provide necessary cross-connects, troubleshooting, and other
functions at cost-based rates.”

The FCC’ s Line Sharing Reconsideration Order, paragraph 16, states
with respect to AT& T’ s and WorldCom' s Petitions:

“We grant the petitions of AT& T and WorldCom with respect to their
request for clarification that an incumbent LEC must permit competing
carriers providing voice service using the UNE-platform to either self-
provision necessary equipment or partner with a competitive data carrier
to provide xDSL service on the same line. By doing so, we clarify that
existing Commission rules support the availability of line splitting.”

Thus, the FCC granted AT& T's and WorldCom’ s Petitions. Incumbents
must permit CLECs to offer DSL over the same loop used for voice
provided over the UNEP. UNE-platform must not be separated into
component piece parts or migrated to a“new arrangement” different from
the combined UNE-P with the addition of DSL service.



